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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicant's AMENDMENT filed on 03/30/2006. 

2. Claims 1-18 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 

indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 

applicant regards as the invention. It is not clear that what the "retrieval condition", 

"attribute of the object" and "identifier" in the claims are. Applicant is advised to amend 

the claim to clarify these terms for their intended use. Applicant is reminded that no new 

matter should be added. 

Claim Objections 

4. Claim 1 and 10 are objected to because of the following informalities: Because 
"the object matching" is not clearly is that it is "'when matching or upon matching". 

Appropriate corrections are required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because Claims 1 and 10 are 
lacking of useful tangible result. It is not a "real world" result. The real world result is not 
the steps or process or structure used to produce the result. The claim languages are 
missing the steps for manipulating or how to handle the matched object (for example, 
after defining, setting and performing access right and access control, the desired or 
retrievable or accessible or stored document(s) is/are being displayed or presented to 
the user(s). It is a tangible result). 

Priority 

6. Should applicant desire to obtain the benefit of foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d) prior to declaration of an interference, a translation of the foreign 
application should be submitted under 37 CFR 1 .55 in reply to this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pub. No.: US 2002/0120858 A1 of PORTER et al. (hereinafter Porter) in view of Patent 
No.: US 5,926,824 issued to Hashimoto. 

With respect to claim 1 , Porter teaches an object management method for 
performing access control for a stored object (a method and apparatus for stored 
document in the database and performing access control on the security information of 
the stored document with permission rights to access the stored document: fig. 1 , 
section 0006), the method comprising the steps of: 

setting an access right in association with the retrieval condition (access control 
to the stored document based on the users' access right (permission rights to access 
stored document) for a particular document's attribute (sections 0006-0007 and 0061 ; 
also see fig. 7 and section 0075; the attributes of the document including its title, author, 
and the date saved: sections 0005, 0034 and 0057); 

setting an identifier for identifying the object (document identifier for identifying 
the document: section 0082); and 

performing access control for the object matching the retrieval condition and the 
identifier on the basis of the access right (access control is performed based on the 
users' permission rights to access the document; also based on the ACL, which is 
created via access control entries including the level security and level of access of 
each user to the document: sections 0006 and 0075). 

Porter teaches setting access right or permission rights to access the document 
based on the attribute of document such as the attributes of the document including its 
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title, author, and the date saved; defining identifier for identifying the document and 
performing access control for the document based on the level of access to the stored 
document. Porter does not clearly teach defining a retrieval condition for retrieving an 
object, the retrieval condition being defined based on at least one attribute of the object. 

However, Hashimoto teaches setting retrieval condition to retrieve a text or 
document and setting retrieval condition by document attributes such as document 
name, document creation date, document creator (figs. 6 & 10, col. 5, lines 55-67, and 
col. 6, lines 1-8 and col. 8, lines 1-22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Porter with the teachings 
of Hashimoto. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to 
utilize the use of setting retrieval condition for retrieving an object stored in the database 
based on the attribute of the stored object as disclosed (Hashimoto's fig. 10), into the 
system of Porter for the purpose of having permission rights to access to the document 
matching the retriever's access right, thereby, helping to be easy for retrieving a 
document in accordance with attributes of a document construction more efficient 
(Hashimoto's col. 2, lines 42-45). 

With respect to claims 2-3, Porter teaches a method for performing access 
control for a stored object as discussed in claim 1 . 

Porter teaches setting access right or permission rights to access the document 
based on the attribute of document such as the attributes of the document including its 
title, author, and the date saved; defining identifier for identifying the document and 
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performing access control for the document based on the level of access to the stored 
document. Porter does not clearly teach defining a retrieval condition for retrieving an 
object. 

However, Hashimoto teaches setting retrieval condition to retrieve a text or 
document and setting retrieval condition by document attributes such as document 
name, document creation date, document creator (figs. 6 & 10, col. 5, lines 55-67, and 
col. 6, lines 1-8 and col. 8, lines 1-22). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Porter with the teachings 
of Hashimoto. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to 
utilize the use of setting retrieval condition for retrieving an object stored in the database 
based on the attribute of the stored object as disclosed (Hashimoto's fig. 10), into the 
system of Porter for the purpose of having permission rights to access to the document 
matching the retriever's access right, thereby, helping to be easy for retrieving a 
document in accordance with attributes of a document construction more efficient 
(Hashimoto's col. 2, lines 42-45). 

With respect to claim 4, Porter teaches the identifier is changed according to 
need when addition, modification, or deletion of the object identified by the identifier is 
made (fig. 6, sections 0044, 0047 and 0059). 

With respect to claims 5-6, Porter teaches a method for performing access 
control for a stored object as discussed in claim 1 . 
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Porter teaches setting access right or permission rights to access the document 
based on the attribute of document such as the attributes of the document including its 
title, author, and the date saved; defining identifier for identifying the document and 
performing access control for the document based on the level of access to the stored 
document. Porter does not clearly teach performing access control, if the 
access-requested object matches a plurality of retrieval conditions, on the basis of OR 
of the matched retrieval conditions and performing access control, if the 
access-requested object matches a plurality of retrieval conditions, on the basis of AND 
of the matched retrieval conditions. 

However, Hashimoto teaches setting retrieval condition to retrieve a text or 
document and performing retrieval of a document matching within the retrieval condition 
(figs. 10, 12 & 13, col. 8, lines 1-55 and col. 9, lines 2-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Porter with the teachings 
of Hashimoto. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to 
utilize the use of setting retrieval condition for retrieving an object stored in the database 
based on the attribute of the stored object as disclosed (Hashimoto's fig. 10), into the 
system of Porter for the purpose of having permission rights to access to the document 
matching the retriever's access right, thereby, helping to be easy for retrieving a 
document in accordance with attributes of a document construction more efficient 
(Hashimoto's col. 2, lines 42-45). 
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With respect to claims 7-8, Porter teaches a method for performing access 
control for a stored object as discussed in claim 1 . 

Porter teaches setting access right or permission rights to access the document 
based on the attribute of document such as the attributes of the document including its 
title, author, and the date saved; defining identifier for identifying the document and 
performing access control for the document based on the level of access to the stored 
document. Porter does not clearly teach wherein the object is stored with attribute data, 
and the retrieval condition aims to retrieve the object on the basis of the attribute data, 
and wherein the object is stored with attribute data and a method for referring to an 
entity of the object, and the retrieval condition aims to retrieve the object on the basis of 
the attribute data and the entity of the object referred to by the method. 

However, Hashimoto teaches retrieving the object based on the stored object 
with attribute data to the retrieval condition (fig. 12, and col. 8, lines 40-67and col. 9, 
lines 1-35). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Porter with the teachings 
of Hashimoto. One having ordinary skill in the art would have found it motivated to 
utilize the use of setting retrieval condition for retrieving an object stored in the database 
based on the attribute of the stored object as disclosed (Hashimoto's fig. 10), into the 
system of Porter for the purpose of having permission rights to access to the document 
matching the retriever's access right, thereby, helping to be easy for retrieving a 
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document in accordance with attributes of a document construction more efficient 
(Hashimoto's col. 2, lines 42-45). 

With respect to claim 9, Porter teaches wherein the access right is a specification 
about a user and an access type allowed to access the object (fig. 1 , sections 0006, 
0009, 0061 and 0075). 

Claim 10 is essentially the same as claim 1 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 1 
hereinabove. 

Claim 1 1 is essentially the same as claim 2 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 2 
hereinabove. 

Claim 12 is essentially the same as claim 3 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 3 
hereinabove. 

Claim 13 is essentially the same as claim 4 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 4 
hereinabove. 

Claim 14 is essentially the same as claim 5 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 5 
hereinabove. 
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Claim 15 is essentially the same as claim 6 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 6 
hereinabove. 

Claim 16 is essentially the same as claim 7 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 7 
hereinabove. 

Claim 17 is essentially the same as claim 8 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 8 
hereinabove. 

Claim 18 is essentially the same as claim 9 except that it is directed to a system 
rather than a method, and is rejected for the same reason as applied to the claim 9 
hereinabove. 
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